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not given); there are also line-drawings giving the reconstruction of both the old and
the new fragments. These are the most unsatisfactory part of the book, not in con-
ception, for they are often both suggestive and convincing, but in execution. Their
effect is so un-Mycenaean as, in some cases, to recall the decadent type of black-figure
vase-painting.

The book will, perhaps, have a wider appeal with its varied contents than if it had kept
to its stated subject. Those specially interested in prehistoric painting may be over-
critical because disappointed in the hope of a complete publication by the greatest authority
on mainland fresco; for the valuable work done, most of all for the discovery and
publication of the new fragments, they are much'indebted.

W. L.

Platon : Oeuvres Completes. Tome I : Introduction—Hippias Mineur—Alcibiade
—Apologie de Socrate—Euthyphron—Criton. Texte etabli par MAURICE CROISET.
Pp. 233. Paris : ' Les Belles Lettres,' 1920. Fr. 12.

The series in which this volume appears is entitled ' Collection des Universites de France,'
with the additional note that it is published under the patronage of the Association Guillaume,
Bude. We are further informed that, in conformity with the statutes of this Association,
the volume before us was submitted to a technical committee, two members of which
(MM. Louis Bodin and Paul Mazon) exercised editorial supervision over its production. We
mention these facts in order to indicate the scale of the enterprise which this volume
inaugurates and the care with which it is being conducted.

The volume itself is of a type not familiar in this country. There is first a short
general introduction, giving, the main facts as to Plato's life and writings and the state
of the text. Then follow the dialogues, each with an introduction of its own, the
plain Greek text without translation, and with a select critical apparatus recording only
the more important variations. In the introductions the main points arising in connexion
with the dialogues are treated fairly fully but without undue technicality. This plan
suggests an aim similar to that of the Ldeb Library. The books, we conjecture, are mainly
intended for what it is now fashionable to call the adult student, rather than for the
specialist; but the Frenchman, it seems, unlike his English and American analogue, can do
without a crib.

We do not gather that M. Croiset had any ambitious designs on the text. He has
been content in the main to rely on Prof. Burnet's work and to agree with his decisions in
disputed passages. He has, probably wisely, departed from the traditional groupings of
the dialogues and rearranged them in what he takes to be their chronological order.

We wish the Collection Bude every success, and welcome warmly (though regrettably
late) its first volume.

J. L. S.

The Religion of Plato. By PAUL ELMER MORE. Pp. xii + 352. Princetown
University Press. London : Humphrey Milford, 1921. 10*. Qd. net.

Dr. More's account of Plato's religious beliefs is the first volume of four which have for
their joint object the presentation of the Greek tradition as it impinged upon and largely
conquered early Christian thought. To the whole series he gives as general title
' The Greek Tradition from the Death of Socrates to the Council of Chalcedon (399 B.C.
to A.D. 451),' and he asks us to take his Platoni&m as a general introduction to this com-
prehensive work. From this it will be seen that the present volume is intended as a con-
tribution to what we ordinarily call theology, and in particular to the understanding of
the Greek Fathers and of the doctrines of the early Church; and it can be guessed that
a final estimate of the value and importance of the present volume ought to be deferred
until such time as its sequel is available.

Religious thought to Dr. More is a compound of three ingredients—philosophy,
theology, and mythology. Philosophy is distinguished from metaphysics (which is, it
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seems, pseudo-philosophy), and is predominantly ethical—the Greek ' way of life.' The
subjects of study in this Trivium might perhaps be set out as—the life of man, the nature
of God, the dealings of God with man. Dr. More takes each in turn, and prefaces to his
treatment of each the translation of a cardinal passage from Plato's works. For
' philosophy ' his text is the speeches of Glaucon and Adeimantus in Rep. II . ; for ' theology '
nearly the whole of Laws X.; for ' mythology ' considerable extracts from the Timaeus.
Last comes an account of the Religious Life, prefaced by a translation of sections of
Laws iv and v. The translations occupy more than a quarter of the whole volume, and
some will think that so much space could ill be spared. If Dr. More were writing primarily
for students of Plato, clearly he would not have adopted this method; but to a more
general public, to which Plato is not so easy of access, these extracts will be of great value
and will materially fortify the exposition. To such readers this volume must be warmly
recommended. The impression is too widely spread that the educated Greek was a sceptic
and not in earnest with his religion. Dr. More's sane and discriminating admiration of
the Greek genius and the deft touches by which he premonitorily indicates its contribution
to Christian thought will provide a valuable corrective.

The volume is also to be recommended to students of Plato. Dr. More seeks to set
before us a great tradition, and is able to offer to those whose studies are solely or mainly
occupied with the classical writers much that they too often miss. It is those portions of
Plato's works which had most influence on later writers that are his chief concern, and in
dealing with them he is ready with illuminating quotation from the commentators and
from the Greek Fathers. And Dr. More is surely right in thinking that the Plato of the
' Greek Tradition ' is nearer to the real Plato than the Plato of Hegel or Lotze.

Dr. More has a definite and consistent view of Plato's general philosophical position,
into which it is scarcely possible to enter here; but there are details which may be questioned.
Speaking of the relation between ideas and phenomena, he says: ' In the Parmenides he
had ended by denying the right of metaphysics to meddle with the matter at all ' (p. 202).
There may be some subtlety hidden in the word ' metaphysics'; but is not this a mis-
statement ? Plato seems to us to end by saying that the way out from these perplexities
can be found by SiaXtKTtK^ alone. On pp. 242-3 Dr. More's own subsequent exposition
seems to show that Plato's acceptance of the dogma ' virtue is knowledge '- is rather seriously
overstated. We observe two misprints—' amngsis' for ' anamnisis' (p. 157) and
' Simias ' for ' Simmias' (p. 132). And why should Dr. More soil his usually excellent
English by the ugly and unnecessary neologism ' self-origining ' (pp. 234, 237) ?

J. L S.

Der junge Platon. By ERNST HOBNEFFER. I. Teil, Sokrates und die Apologie.
Pp. iv + 170. Giessen : A. Topelmann, 1922. M. 27.

Prof. Horneffer's essay on the Apology of Plato is an attempt to show, against most of the
arbiters of German opinion in these matters, that it contains a historically sound and
accurate account of the beliefs and activities of Socrates, and that no valid reason has been
adduced for doubting its general fidelity to the tenor of Socrates' speeches in his own defence
at his trial. The argument is predominantly controversial in character: Prof. Horneffer
starts as a rule from some statement with which he disagrees, and develops his own view
in reply to it. He professes general agreement with H. Maier's view of Socrates except
in regard to the Apology, and much of the argument has reference to Maier's points. He
also engages in controversy with Wilamowitz, Schanz, Pohlenz, Pohlmann, and Ivo
Bruns. He does not seem to be acquainted with English contributions to the subject, or,
if he is, he does not mention them. In view of the close relation of certain of his theses to
points already made in greater detail by Taylor and Burnet, this defect in his equipment,
or in his statement, is regrettable.

The main points of Dr. Horneffer's argument are the following. That the Socratic
movement was a heroic attempt at reconstruction necessitated by sophistic individualism;
that what Socrates attempted was a religious and moral reform animated by a profound




